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228 HARVARD LAW REVIEW 

was taken ill while at work and died two weeks later from the effects of an 
internal hemorrhage which might have been caused by muscular strain or 
exertion. Declarations of the deceased employee furnished the only evidence 
as to whether the injury arose "out of and in the course of the employment." 
The Workmen's Compensation Act having authorized the disregard of "tech- 
nical rules of evidence," the commission based its award upon this hearsay 
testimony. Held, that the award must be annulled, the rule against hearsay 
not being a "technical rule." Englebretson v. Industrial Accident Commis- 
sion, 151 Pac. 421 (Cal.). 

On a similar state of facts the New York Workmen's Compensation Com- 
mission based an award upon declarations of the deceased employee as to the 
circumstances of his injury, under an act providing that the commission 
"shall not be bound by common law or statutory rules of evidence." Held, 
that the award should be affirmed. Carroll v. Knickerbocker Ice Co., 155 
N. Y. Supp. 1. 

For a discussion of these cases, see Notes, p. 208. 

Municipal Corporations — Assessments for Local Improvements — 
Validity of Frontage Assessment for Paving Street of Varying Width. 
— The assessment for paving a street eight blocks long in defendant city was 
levied equally in proportion to the frontage of the lots, regardless of the vary- 
ing width of the street. Held, that the assessment was valid. Kaplan v. City 
of Macon, 86 S. E. 219 (Ga.). 

A special assessment is levied for the purpose of collecting part or all of the 
cost of an improvement from the property especially benefited by it. State v. 
Jersey City, 36 N. J. L. 56. See 21 Harv. L. Rev. 533. Consequently the 
amount of the assessment must not substantially exceed the benefit to the prop- 
erty. Norwood v. Baker, 172 U. S. 269; Weed v. Boston, 172 Mass. 28, 51 N. E. 
204. See 2 Page & Jones, Taxation by Assessment, § 651. Assessments by 
the frontage method have, however, been generally upheld, on the theory that 
this method will usually approximate a just result. Sears v. Boston, 173 Mass. 
71, S3 N. E. 138; Ramsey Co. v. Robert P. Lewis Co., 72 Minn. 87, 75 N. W. 108. 
But such assessments are invalid as a confiscation of property without compen- 
sation if, in fact, the amount assessed on any property greatly exceeds the ben- 
efit received thereby from the improvement. White v. Tacoma, 109 Fed. 32. 
In the principal case there is nothing to show that a uniform application of the 
frontage method would be unjust, or that property fronting on a wide part of 
the street would reap a greater benefit from the paving than that facing a nar- 
rower part. Giving proper effect to the presumption of the validity of the leg- 
islative act, the case seems right. See French v. Barber Asphalt Co., 181 U. S. 
324; Savannah v. Weed, 96 Ga. 670, 23 S. E. 900. 

Quasi-Contracts — Recovery for Benefits Conferred Without 
Contract — Right of Life Beneficiary to Lien on Insurance Policy 
for Premiums Voluntarily Pah>. — Insurance policies on a husband's life 
were assigned with other property to trustees for the use of the wife for life 
and then for her child. The husband covenanted to pay the premiums, and 
the trustees had discretion to pay them if he failed to do so. The husband 
being unable to make the payments, the wife paid the premiums for twenty- 
five years. On the husband's death the wife claimed a lien on the proceeds of 
the policy for the amount she paid. Held, that she cannot recover. In re 
Jones' Settlement, [1915] 1 Ch. 373. 

One who pays the debt of another, unless the payment was unreasonable or 
officious, may recover the amount from that other on general quasi-contract 
principles. Exall v. Partridge, 8 T. R. 308. See 25 Harv. L. Rev. 77; 24 Harv. 



